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THE APOCRYPHAL NEW TESTAMENT. 


The order of all the Books of the Apocryphal New Testament, 
with their proper names, and number of Chapters. 





Mary hath chapters - - 8 | Barnabas hath chapters - 15 
Protevangelion - - - 16] Ephesians - - - - - 4 
I Infancy - - - - - 22| Magnesians - - - - - 4 
Il Infancy - - - - - 4] TrYrallians - - - - - 8 
Christ and Abgarus - - 2{| Romans - - - - - - § 
Nicodemus - - - - 22] Philadelphians - - - - 3&3 
The Apostles’ Creed - - 1] Smyrneans - - - - - 8 
Laodiceans - - - - - 1] Polycarp- - - - - - & 
Pauland Seneca - - - 14} Philippians - - - - - 4 
Paul and Thecla - - - 12] 1 Hermas—Visions - - 4 
{1 Corinthians - - - - 23 | IL Hermas—Commands - 12 
{I Corinthians - - - - 4] 111 Hermas—Similitudes - 10 


The first book is said to have been written by Matthew; 
the second by James the Lesser; the third is said to have been 
found in the book of Joseph the high-priest, called by some 
Caiphas; the fourth is attributed to Thomas, and conjectured 
to have been originally connected with the Gospel of Mary; 
the fifth is mentioned first by Eusebius, bishop of Cesaria, 
who flourished in the fourth century; the sixth is, by some 
among the learned, supposed to have been really written by 
Nicodemus; others conjecture that it was a forgery tow ards 
the close of the third century; the seventh was made up at dif- 
ferent periods, and the clause 1 which says, that Christ descend- 
ed into hell, was added since the year of Christ 600; the eighth 
is a short epistle attributed to Paul: it has been highly esteem- 
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34 The Apocryphal New Testament. 


od by several learned men, but it contains only nineteen verses, 
aud these principally borrowed from his other Epistles ; the 
ninth purports to be a correspondence between Paul and Se- 
neca; and although undoubtedly of high antiquity, yet many 
learned men contend that they are not genuine; the tenth is 
called the acts of Paul and Thecla. ‘Tertullian says that 
this piece was forged by a Presbyter of Asia, who being con- 
victed, ‘confessed that he did it out of respect to Paul,’ and 
Pope Gelasius, in his decree against apocryphal books, in- 
serted it among them. Notwithstanding this, a large part of 
the history was credited and looked upon as genuine among 
the primitive Christians.”°—The eleventh and twelfth, (two 
Epistles to the Corinthians,) are called «*'The Epistles of Cle- 
ment,” who was a disciple of Peter, and afterwards Bishop 
of Rome. ‘The first of these Epistles is included in one of the 
ancient collections of the Canon of Scripture, and according to 
Eusebius, was publicly read in the assemblies of the primitive 
church: the second was not of so great reputation among the 
primitive Fathers as the first; the thirteenth is ‘The General 
Epistle of Barnabas,” who was a companion and fellow- 
preacher with Paul. The external evidence in favour of the 
genuineness of this Epistle is greater than most others; but 
much of the internal matter it contains seems to be very weak 
and futile, whelly unworthy the companion of such a writer as 
Paul; the seven next in order, are the Epistles of Ignatius: 
many learned men have imagined all of them to be apocryphal ; 
but being the only ones extant, bearing his name, they are sup- 
posed by some to be the collection that Polycarp made of the 
Epistles of Ignatius, mentioned by lIrenzeus, Origen, Eusebius, 
and other ancients; the twenty-first is ‘The Epistle of Poly- 
carp to the Philippians ;” the genuineness of which is contro- 
verted, but implicitly believed by archbishop Wake, whose 
translation we have; the three last are entitled ** The Shep- 
herd of Hermas,’’ because they were composed by Hermas, 
brother to Pius, bishop of Rome, and because the Angel, who 

ears the principal part in them, is represented in the form 
and habit of a Shepherd. 

We propose, in the course of this volume of our Magazine, to 
give a more particular account of each of these books ; together 
with the contents of each chapter: and in some particular 
places we shall quote the very language of the text, and insert 
it by way of Notes. We gave the contents of the first book 
or “The Gospel of the Birth of Mary,” in our last number, 
and we shall proceed with them in their regular order; after 
which, should there be a sufficient demand for the work, it is 
probable that the whole may be republished. 















































The Prolevangelion. 35 


THE PROTEVANGELION; Or, in Historical account of the 
BIRTH of CHRIST, and the perpetual VIRGIN MARY his 
Mother, by JAMES tur LEssER, Cousin and Brother of the 
Lord Jesus, chief Apostle and first Bishop of the Christians in 
Jerusalem. 

[This Gospel is ascribed to James. The allusions to it in the 
ancient Fathers are frequent, and their expressions indicate that it 
had obtained a very general credit in the Christian world. The 
controversies founded upon it chiefly relate to the age of Joseph at 
the birth of Christ, and to his being a widower, with children, before 
his marriage with the Virgin. It seems material to remark, that the 
legends of the fatter ages afiirm the virginity of Joseph, notwith- 
standing Epiphanius, Hilary, Crysostum, Cyril, Euthymius, Theo- 

hylact, Gecumenias, and indeed all the Latin Fathers till Ambrose, 
and the Greek Fathers afterwards, maintain the opinions of Joseph’s 
age and family, founded upon their belief in the authenticity of this 
book. It is supposed to have been originally composed in Hebrew. 

Postelius brought the MS. of this Gospel from the Levant, translat- 

ed it into Latin, and sent it to Oporinus, a printer at Basil, where 

Bibliander, a Protestant divine, and the Professor of Divinity at 

Zurich, caused it to be printed in 1552. Postellus asserts, that it 

was publicly read as Canonical in the Eastern Churches, they making 

no doubt that James was the author of it. It is, nevertheless, con- 
sidered apocryphal by some of the most learned divines in the Pro- 
testant and Catholic churches. | 


CONTENTS OF THE CHAPTERS. 


Joachim, a rich man, brings double offerings to the Lord, is 
opposed by Reuben the high-priest, because he has not begot- 
ten issue in Israel, retires into the wilderness and fasts forty 
days and forty nights. Anna, the wife of Joachim, mourns 
her barrenness, is reproached with it by Judith her maid, sits 
under a laurel tree and prays to the Lord—perceiving a spar- 
row’s nest in the laurel bemoans her barrenness. An angel 
appears to Anna and tells her she shall conceive; two angels 
appear to her on the same errand. Joachim sacrifices. Anna 
goes to meet him, rejoicing that she shall conceive. Joachiim 
abides the first day in his house, but sacrifices on the morrow, 
consults the plate on the priest’s forehead, and is without sin. 
Anna brings forth a daughter, whom she calls Mary. Mary 
at nine months old walks nine steps, Anna keeps her holy: 
when she is a year old Joachim makes a great feast, Anna 
gives her the breast, and sings a song to the Lord. Mary 


being three years old, Joachim causes certain virgins to light 


each a lamp, and goes with her to the temple. The high- 
priest places her on the third step of the altar, and she dances 
with her feet. Mary fed in the temple by angels, when twelve 




























































36 The Protevangelion. 


years old the priests consult what to do with her. The angel 
of the Lord warns Zacharias to call together all the widowers, 
each bringing a rod. ‘The people meet by sound of trumpet. 
Joseph throws away his hatchet, and goes to the meeting, a 
dove comes forth from his rod, and alights on his head. He 
is chosen to betroth the Virgin, refuses, because he is an old 
man, is compelled, takes her home, and goes to mind his 
trade of building. ‘The priests desire a new veil for the tem- 
ple, seven virgins cast lots for making different parts of it, the 
lot to spin the true purple falis te Mary. Zacharias, the high- 
priest, becomes dumb. Mary takes a pot to draw water, and 
hears a voice, trembles and begins to work, an angel appears, 
and salutes her, and tells her she shall conceive b: the Boly 
Ghost, she submits, visits her cousin Elizabeth, whose child 
in her womb ieaps. Joseph returns from building houses, finds 
the Virgin grown big, being six months gone with child, is 
jealous and troubied, reproaches her, she aflirms her innocence, 
he leaves yr, determines to dismiss her privily, is warned in 
a dream that Mary is with child by the Holy Ghost, and glo- 
rifies God who had shewn him such favour. Annas visits Jo- 
seph, perceives the Virgin big with child, informs the high- 
priest that Joseph had privately married her. Joseph and Ma- 
ry brought to trial on the charge. Joseph drinks the water 
of the Lord as an ordeal, and receiving no harm, returns home. 
A decree from Augustus for taxing the Jews, Joseph puts Ma- 
ry on an ass, to return to Bethlehem, she looks sorrowful, she 
faughs, Joseph enquires the cause of each, she tells him she 
sees two persons, one mourning and the other rejoicing. The 
delivery being near, he takes her from the ass, and places her 
in a cave. Joseph seeks a Hebrew midwife, perceives the 
fowls stopping in their flight, the working people at their food 
not moving, the sheep standing still, the shepherds fixed and 
immoveabie, and kids with their mouths touching the water, 
but not drinking. Joseph finds a midwife. A bright cloud 
overshadows the cave. A great light in the cave, gradually 
increases until the infant is born. ‘he midwife goes out, and 
tells Salome that she had seen a Virgin bring forth. Salome 
doubts it. Her band withers, she supplicates the Lord, is 
cured, but warned not to declare what she had seen. Wise 
men come from the east. Herod alarmed: desires them, if 
they find the child, to bring him word. They visit the cave, 
and offer the child their treasure, and being warned in a dream, 
do not return to Herod, but go home another way. Herod en- 
raged, orders the infants in Bethichem to be slain. Mary puts 
her infant in an ox-manger. Elizabeth flees with her son 
John to the mountains. A mountain miraculously divides and 
receives them. Herod incensed at the escape of John, causes 
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Zacharias to be murdered at the altar, the roofs of the temple 
rent, the body miraculously conveyed, and the blood petrilied.* 
Israel mourns for him. Simeon chosen his successor by lot. 


To this book is added the following Postscript. 

q| I James wrote this History in Jerusalem; and when the 
disturbance was, I retired into a deseri place, until the death of 
Herod. And the disturbance ceased at Jerusalem. That which 
remains is, that I glorify God that he hath gveen me such wis- 
dom to wriie unio you who are spiritual, and wio love God ; to 
whom (be ascribed) glory and doirinion for ever and ever, Amen. 








THE ECLECTIC. 


(CONTINUED FROM PAGE 31.) 


P. Phil. ii. 6. Thought it not robbery to be equal with 
God, esvas ize Few to be like God, the word robbery Schieus- 
ner understands to mean any object to be eagerly grasp- 
ed at. The improved version reads * did not eagerly grasp 


* There is a story both in the Jerusalem and Babylonish Talmud very simi. 
lar to this. It is cited by Dr. Lightioot, Talmud. Hierosol. in Taanith, toi. 69; 
and Zulmud, Babyl. in Sanhedri, fol. 96. * Rabbi Jucianan said, Eighty thou- 
sand priests were siuin tor the blood of Zacharias. Rabbi Judas asked Rabbi 
Achan, Where did they kili Zacharias ? Was it in the women’s court, or in the 
court of Israel? He answered, Neither in the court of Israeli, nor in the court 
of women, but in the court of the priests; and they did not treat his blood in 
the same manner as they were wont to treat the blood ofa ram or young goat. 
For of these 1 is written, He shail pour out his blood, and cover it with dust, 
But it is written here, The biood is in the midst of her; she set it upon the top 
of a rock; she poured it not upon the ground. (Ezek. xxiv. 7.) But why was 
this? That it might cause tury to come up to take vengeance; I have set his 
biood upon the top of a rock, that it should not be covered. They committed 
seven evils that day: they murdered a priest, a prophet, and aking: they shed 
the blood of the innocent: they polluted the court: that day was the Sabbath : 
and the day of expiation. When theretore Nebuzaradan came there, (viz. to 
Jerusalem,) he saw his blood bubbling, and said to them, What meaneth this? 
They answered, ltis the blood of calves, lambs, and rams, which we have of- 
fered upon the altar tecommanded them, that they should bring calves, and 
lambs, and rams, and said, | will try whether this be their blood: accordingly 
they brought and slew them, but the blood (of Zacharias) still bubbied, but the 
blood of these did not bubble. Then he said, Declare to me the truth of this 
matter, or else f will comb your flesh with ironcombs. Then said they to him, 
jie was a priest, prophet and judge, who prophesied to Israel all these cala- 
mities which we have suffered from you; but we arose against him, and slew 
him. Then said he, I will appease him: then he took the rabbins, and slew 
them upon his (viz. Zachariah’s) blood, and he was not yet appeased. Next 
lie took the young boys from the schools, and slew them upon his blood, and 
yet it bubbled. Then he brought the young priests, and slew them in the same 
place, and yet it still bubbled. So he slew at length ninety-four ‘thousand per. 
sons upon his blood, and it did not as yet cease bubbling. ‘Then he drew near 
to it, and said, O Zacharias, Zacharias, thou hast occasioned the death of the 
chief of thy countrymen, shall I slay them all? Then the blood ceased, and did 
bubble no more.” 
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at the resemblance to God,” “ he did not regard as an act of 
injustice to exert upon proper occasions his miraculous powers;” 
Note—indeed if taken agreeably to scripture phraseology, this 
word contains nothing inconsistent with the tenor of the New 
Testament, for the sense of the word equal, see I. p. 30, Jesus 
was exalted by his father, and after this, was spoken of as a 
servant, as a man, Phil. ii. 9, 11, Acts li. 28. ili, 13, 26, iv. 
27, 29, 30, if a servant be equal to the supreme grand master 
of nature, if man be equal to God, it must be mysterious and 
written on the forehead, mystery, mystery, Babylon, the mo- 
ther of many daughters. 

Q. iJohn y. 20. ** And we know that the Son of God is 
come and hath given us an understanding, that we know him 
that is true: and we are in him that is true, by his Son Jesus 
Christ. This is the true God and eternal life.” 

The word cures this refers to the remote antecedent of 
whom Christ gave us an understanding, if this be not admitted 
we would ask the opponent to construe differently, 2 John 7; 
for many deceivers are entered into the world, who confess 
not that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh. This is a deceiver 
and an antichrist—now we agree to any rule, let the proximate 
antecedent be taken and Jesus is a deceiver and an antichrist, 
and is also the true God. If however the remote antecedent be 
taken, then he ig not the true God nor the deceiver. Let our 
friends, the Trinitarians, unravel the mystery of Jesus’ being 
true yet a deceiver, the Christ and the antichrist, it can be 
done as easily as to prove that God was Father and Son, Deity 
and man, master and servant. 


“ Your reason, let it not be over sway’d, 
By tyrannous threats to force you into faith, 
*Gainst all external sense and inward feeling.” 


If, however, we determined to be Trinitarians, which opinion 
shall we adopt, shall we say with Sherlock, “ that the Father, 
Son and Holy Ghost are as really distinct persons as Peter, 
James and John,’”? or shall we conclude with the same author, 
that * to say there are three distinct persons and not three dis- 
tinct infinite minds is both heresy and nonsense.’’ Choose ye 
between twilight and darkness, call your choice mystery, yea, 
even hypostatical, no matter whether you understand the word, 
still men will smile at your devotion and give it the real 
names of contradiction, absurdity. 

To those who believe in the equality of the Son and Father, 
we recommend the following for explanation: Matt. xx. 23, 
XXVi. 39, XXVil. 46, xxviii. 18. Mark xiii. 32. John iv. 34, 
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¥. 26, 27, Vii. 16, xii. 49, xiv. 10,28. “ My Tather is greater 
than I.” 


‘6 Pre-existence.”? 


R. Gal. iv. 4. God sent forth his Son made ofa woman, 
made under the law.” he tells the sense in which he was sent, 
“‘ as thou hast sent me into the world, even so have I also sent 
them into the world,” John xvii. 18. Were they pre-existent ? 

He was undoubtedly the Son of God, * for as many as are 
led by the spirit of God, they are Sons of God,” 1 John, v. 1. 

He was born of a woman as John was, Matt. xi. 11, Luke 
Vii. 28, “* among those that are born of women,” consequently he 
was “ a proper human being,” see Rom. i. 3, made,” N.p. 31, 
he was not only human but under the law—because it behoved 
him “ to be like his brethren in all things,’ which if he was 
God he could not be, for in the same sense that the * children 
were partakers of flesh and blood he likewise himself partook 
of the same, that through death he might destroy him who hath 
the power of death, that is the devil, and might deliver those 
who through fear of death were all their life-time subject to 
slavery.” 

S. 1Cor.x.4. ‘ They drank of the spiritual rock that 
followed them and that reck was Christ;’? when all limitarians 
agree, that the bread of the sacrament is the real body of Je- 
sus, we will agree that the rock is literal, not till then, if it 
was figurative then we have an emblem of Jesus, the spiritual 
food and drink being the religious instruction received; the 
word Christ signifies anointed, Peter was the rock on which 
the church was built, Moses was the anointed rock, from which 
moral food was conveyed to Israel. 
ss. v.9. * Neither let us tempt Christ as some of them 
also tempted and were bitten of serpents,’ this does not show 
that the Jews had tempted Jesus, but the ye:eres, anointed 
rock, or the Moses above spoken of, who esteemed ¢« the re- 
proach of Christ.’? Newcome gives, * Nor let us tempt, (try. 
prove, provoke) Christ now, as some of them did God at that 
time ;”’ whatever be meant by the 9th verse, no doctrine can be 
built upon it, because a word is to be supplied to give even 
shadow of proof to any system. 

T. 1 Cor. xv. 47. ** The first man of the earth, earthy ; 
the second man the Lord from heaven.” Griesbach has the 
mark of probable omission to ** the Lord ;’’ the apostle speaking 
of heaven, says, ** from whence also we look for the Saviour, 
the Lord Jesus Christ, who shall change our vile body that it 
may be fashioned like unto his glorious body;” this did not al- 
Inde to a pre-existent but to the resurrection state of Jesus, 
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who thus was Lord from Heaven.” We have left out the sup- 
plied verbs in the text, as they do not give the proper meaning 
and the text reads better without them. 

U. 2 Cor. viii. 9. * Though he was rich, yet for your sakes 
he became poor,” in poverty he enjoyed those riches which 
nothing earthly gives or can destroy; like his disciples he was 
‘* poor yet making many rich, having nothing and yet possess- 
ing all things.” UAsces wv, ewrayevre, **the construction re- 
quires it to be understood, not of a passage from a preceding 
state of wealth to a succeeding state of poverty, but of two 
contemporary states. He was rich and poor at the same time.” 
See impr. vers. Wakefield, Grotius. 

Rom. vill. 5S. See R. 

Vv. Heb. vii. 3. Of Melchisedec; if Christ was pre-existent 
so was Meichisedec. 

W. Heb. x. 5. A body has thou prepared me; what- 
ever this means it 1s applicable to David; Ps. xi. 6. Sept. sa- 
crifice, in the common sense, was not taught by Jesus but as a 
presentation of * bodies, a living sacrifice holy, acceptable to 
God.” 

X. John viii. 58. “ Before Abraham was I am.” 

‘* Before Abraham (i. e. the Father of many nations) shall 
become so, I am he;” this denoted a superiority to Abraham 
that galled the Jews exceedingly, some suppose that the verb 
am means Jehovah, this is a mistake; the Greek Is eyv@ eps, 

I am he, and is so rendered in viii. 24, 28, and several other 
places, with what the Jews maliciously pretended not to under- 
stand, and to accuse him wrongfully, we have nothing to do; 

their misrepresentation should never be taken as a doctrine of 4 
Christianity. 

Y. John xvit. 5. ** And now, O Father, glorify thou me 
with thyself, with the glory which I had with thee before the 
world was; with thyself sage ceavtm, when the preposi- 
tion is used with the dative in reference to God it signifies, 

* in the sight, i. e. estimation or purpose of God, or by the 
power of God,” Matt. vi. 1, Luke i. 30, ii, 52, Acts xxvi. 8, 
and many other places. 

This meaning, viz. purpose of God is exemplified in John | 
villi. 38, * I speak that which I have seen with my Father, and * 
ye do that which ye have seen with your Father ;” now from 
this it would be as correct to reason that the Jews then pre- 
sent had been in company with their father Abraham as to say 
that Jesus was present with God in the common sense; he had 
seen the purposes of God, as they had of Abraham,” Matt. ~ 
vi. 1, * ye have no reward with your Father who is in heaven.” 
if they had, it would not be in actual possession, but only ac- 
cording to purpose; we read, those he called he also justified: 





























































‘The Eclectic—Continued. 41 


that all live unto him, and in several instances things are men- 
tioned * which be not, as though they were.” See Imp. Ver. 
Sohn xvil. 

Z. John iii. 13. * And no one hath gone up into heaven, 
but he who came down from heaven.” Also 31, vi. 33, 35, 38, 
41, 42, 50, 51, 623 let the reader reflect who the person was ; 
the son of man; Was he this before he was born of woman? 
When Jesus said to Nicodemus, he must be born from above,* he 
did not mean that the enlightened were to go to a literal hea- 
ven to be born, but to that heaven which he experienced, for 
he was with the Lord, his spirit held sweet communion and 
descended to teach mankind ; literally the text contradicts a 
fact of scripture. Elijah was a man who had ascended to hea- 
ven, and it cannot be said that no man hath gone up. Jesus 
was made acquainted with the purposes of God more than any 
ether being, he might well be said to have ascended. 

Aa. 1 Peteriii. 19. ‘ Being put to death in the flesh, but 
quickened by the spirit, by which also he went and preached 
unto the spirits in prison ;” if this is taken literally or made to 
mean, that 'esus preached to the spirits in hell, the limitarians 
lose one strong hold, for Jesus could not have preached to tan- 
talize the victims, and if his power and wisdom were infinite, 
some might even be saved from eternal misery. ‘The passage 
cannot mean that Christ preached in the days of Noah. It 
is, however, a portion of scripture which is too dark to build 
any doctrine upon, and perhaps never has been satisfactorily 
explained; the most consistent idea, in our opinion, is, that 
Christ, by his apostles, preached his spirit or doctrine to the 
Gentiles, who were in some respects similar to the antedilu- 
vians, but the apostles were more successful than Noah in 
proclaiming liberty to the captives. 

Bb. In Rev. xxii. 16. Jesus is spoken of as the ** root and off- 
spring ;” this signifies a scion from the root as Is. xi. 10, and 
vs. 1. 

There is not a passage of scripture which necessarily im- 
plies the pre-existence, though many are easily reconciled 
with that doctrine, by contradicting the general tenor of reve- 
lation. Peter called Jesus a man after the resurrection. The 
apostle Paul speaks of the ** man Christ Jesus, who gave him- 
self a ransom for all.” Indeed, Paul built all his reasonings on 
the resurrection as the fact of his manhood, *‘ by man came the 
resurrection of the dead.”’ [To be continued. 


_ © Gr. avadey, which literally signifies from above, and is so rendered John 
ni. 31. These articles are so brief that they will requir: to be read with gon- 
siderable reflection, and, then they will be found worthy of netice.—Ea, 
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Thoughts on Toleration. 


FOR THE MAGAZINE. 
THOUGHTS ON TOLERATION. 


« You mayas well 
Forbid the sea for to obey the moon, 
As by an oath remove, or counsel shake, 
The fabric of his folly, whose foundation 
Is pil’d upon his faith.” Winter’s Tale. 

Viewing the various sects of men as children of my God, 
and thinking that perhaps in the eye of infinite wisdom, diver- 
sities of opinion are not altogether unsalutary, I have never 
hesitated to attend public worship because the preacher did not 
happen to believe with me; if in the pulpit a man advocates a 
sentiment with great stress, which I do not think of any im- 
portance, instead of condemning him, it is my rule to reflect 
that his greater study or more brilliant light may have pre- 
sented the subject in quite a different position to his mind, 
than what it appears to my own, and I listen attentively. If 
he be in direct opposition to what his congregation or myself 
consider truth, still, if it be the dictate of his conscience, I 
reflect that he is entitled to the liberty of conscience as much as 
any man; moreover, by attending different places of worship, 
1 have had prejudice and sectarianism worn from my mind ; for 
the man who travels in various countries is apt to loose those 
local feelings which foster vanity, and nourish the falsity that 
** Tam holier than thou.” 

With these reflections I entered the church of the Rev. Mr. 
B. a gentleman distinguished by his exemplary life, and respect- 
ed very highly by the community ; [have heard him repeated- 
ly with much satisfaction, and regret that on the present occa- 
gion, I must dissent from him. His subject was that of prayer, 
and it being one that creates some difficulty in my mind, I lis- 
tened attentively for instruction. I asked for a fish, he gave 
mea stone. But as the fault may be on my side, I will briefly 
state the dilemma into which his discourse threw me, and will 
ask any person so disposed to remove it. ‘The sinner was re- 
presented as incapable of praying without the holy spirit ; nay, 
he was told that such prayers were but accumulating sin, 
heaping up wrath against the day of wrath; yet Mr. B. in the 
same discourse called on the sinner te pray for the gift of the 
holy spirit! 'This sounded to me like the old proverb, “ cut a 
man’s legs off, then bid him walk!” 

Now, according to Mr. B. how could the sinner pray for the 
holy spirit acceptably, if he had not the spirit to pray with? 
if the sinner pray at all, while he is a sinner, he is damning 
himself; if he desist from praying, he is no better off. ‘There 
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is some where the following popular versification, which ¢x- 
presses the idea familiarly : 
« You can and you can’t, 
You shall and yeu shan’t, 
You will and you won't 
You'll be damn’d if you do, 
You'll be damn’d if you dont!” 

The speaker used many other arguments to enforce the ne- 
cessity of prayer, which I think not necessary to mention here ; 
he appeared to think that our praying was the cause of God’s 
benefits to man, and exclaimed in an awful voice ** the howl- 
ings of the damned shall ring in your ears through eternity !’’ 
Thinks I to myself, ** thou shalt not covet thy neighbour’s 
ass;”’ and I did not, for let those who choose, ride the beast 
from the Inquisition of its adopted country to ** auld Cloutie’s 
kingdom.”  I’ll leave such howlings to Balaam. 

Mr. Editor, let all sectarians believe as they like, it is not 
my business to disturb them; so after meeting, I came home 
to my dinner. “ Heigh!’’ says my uncle, ‘ we have a fine 
mess; our Great Father has distributed throughout the varied 
kingdoms of nature food for every palate, providing for the 
wants and necessities of his wanting creatures every where; 
what an ungrateful brute is he who murmurs, because all ani- 
mals do not relish the food he admires; is he not as unreason- 
able who complains that all men do not believe alike? is he 
not criminal who will persecute for this difference? for all re- 
ligion is the free-will offering to God; a representation of our 
gratitude which benefits not him, but ourselves; and if one 
offer the olive and another the date, in a true spirit, God will 
smile equally upon them.’? With all his oddities my uncle is 
the friend of the human race, a title more honourable than any 
prince or potentate of any age or country can cenfer; his 
countenance beains with benevolence because he does not wor- 
ship by night or day, the beast which destroys the happiness of 
man. According to the custom of all my forefathers, my uncle 
said grace, and our converse ended. 








RELIGION AGREEABLE TO NATURE. 


The apostles, though inspired men, drew the illustrations 
of gospel truth from those objects in nature most common aud 
universaliy known. It is, therefore, to be concluded, that 
every tenet that is advanced on this great subject for belief, 
ought to be susceptible of illustration from the same obvious 
images in nature. B. B. 






















Retrospective Analysis. 


FOR THE MAGAZINE, 
RETROSPECTIVE ANALYSIS. 


Artrcre TI. An Historical View of the English Biblical 
Translaiwns; the Expediency of revising our present Trans- 
lution, &c. By Wiliiam Newcome, D. D. Bishop of Water- 
ford-—afterwards Archbishop of Armagh, and Primate of Ire- 
land, 1795. 

This excellent work is divided in five chapters. The First, 
consisting of eight sections, contains an abridged history of 
Erglish versions of the Bible, from that of Wicliff, down to 
James I. The accountis principally compiled from “ Lewis’s 
history of our several English translations,”’ but, is interspers- 
ed with anecdotes which were unknown to that confused 
writer. The Bishop’s narrative is also enlivened by remarks 
and quotations from modern critics, and their respective opi- 
nions of the value of the dierent translations. 

In chapter second, the author has collected a number of opi- 
nions concerning the present version, from all the most distin- 
guished divines, and others, who have written upon the sub- 
ject, and also, from several respectable anonymous publica- 
tions.—This, we deem the most entertaining part of the work 
before us. We are naturally glad to see, at one view, the ac- 
cumulated opinions of the learned, on any single subject, fairly 
represented, and methodically arranged. The Bishop con- 
cludes the chapter with the following words :—** The authors 
to whom I have referred are, in some places, inconsistent with 
each other; and, in some places, they advance positions con- 
trary to my own sentiments; but, I have quoted writers of 
different characters and denominations largely, and impar- 
tially: they will greatly assist the reader in settling his 
judgment on that interesting subject, the expediency of an im- 
proved biblical version. ‘hey furnish many solid arguments 
in support of such a measure; and they place the chief objec- 
tions to it, in various and strong points of view. ‘These objec- 
tions, they examine as diligently, as they represent them faith- 
fully: and, as far as I can discern, they divest them of their 
false glare, and destroy their force.” 

The third chapter, the author occupies in answering, one by 
one, the ordinary objections to an improved version of the 
bible, partly with arguments of his own, and partly from 
other writers. 

Objection First. ** A new translation of the bibie is quite 
unnecessary.”’——Kn0x.* 


* Essays, Moral and Literary,” by Viscesimus Knox, M. A. Vol.1, Essay 49. 
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This is rather a round opinion than a solid objection, yet, 
our author gives it a full and serious answer. ** In common 
language a measure is said to be necessary when it is high- 
ly expedient. Now, let any competent scholar study tie 
bible in the original tongues, and then pronounce whether our 
authorised version is not capable of amendment and lnproye- 
ment, in numberless places, many of which must be cons:der- 
ed as very important. At the same time, the fundamental ar- 
ticles ot faith, and the leading rules of practice, so pervace the 
bible, that various passages in which they occur, either re- 
main uncorrupt, or can easily be restored to integrity, by 
rules of criticism, in which all acquiesce. Whence we see, 
how wisely God has given the scriptures their present form,— 
whereas, if his revealed will had been delivered in the way of 
rigorous method and system, like some treatises on natural 
religion, truths of the greatest moment, might have occurred 
in a single passage, liable to corruption, or perversion.” 

Objection second. * A new translation is a dangerous at- 
tempt--it tends to shake the basis of the establishnent—it 
might be attended with the most violent concussions—it wouid 
tenu to shake the faith of thousands, &c. &c.’’ 

Answer. 'This mode of objection does not immediately af- 
fect the merits of the question, by maintaining that there 
are not numerous and important errors in our translation of 
the bible, and that it ts incapable of admitting many emenda- 
tions and much positive excellence, but it arraigns the pru- 
dence of introducing a corrected version, as a measure, from 
which dangerous effects, and not solid advantages, will be apt 
to arise, on the whole. It must therefore be considered, whe- 
ther the consequences apprehended are not exaggerated ; and 
whether they may not be prevented in a great degree, if not 
entirely, by prudent steps preparatory to such an undertaking, 
and by the most prudent manner of carrying it into execution.” 

“* It is hard to conceive how the faith of thousands, can be 
shaken by removing stumbling blocks, instead of retaining 
them. ‘The arguments of Deists are either general speculative 
objections, or absurdities imputed to the sacred writings. 
Many difficulties of the latter class are superficial ones, arising 
from an ignorance of the original languages ; and would vanish 
trom the text by judicious renderings. Look into the writings 
of Voltaire, and see what wild conclusions he draws from in- 
accuracies in the Vulgate version. 

‘“* Were a version of the bible executed in a manner suitable 
to the magnitude of the undertaking, such a measure would 
have a direct tendency to. establish the faith of thousands, to 
open their understandings, to warm their hearts, to enliven 
their devotions, and to delight their imaginations. Absurd be- 
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lief and corrupt practice, arise from an ignorance or perver. 
sion of the scriptures, and not from the best human induce- 
ments and assistances to search and understand them. It is 
the nature of truth, and especially of Divine truth, to captivate 
those who contemplate it, in proportion as the veil is with- 
drawn, and its genuine features appear.”’* 

Vijeciion third. ** "The present version derives an advan- 
tage from its antiquity, greatly superior to any that could 
arise fro a correction of its inaccuracies.”,—Knox. 

dinswer. ** Hence it would follow, as observed by Dr. 
Geddes,; that the versions of Tindall, Wicliff, and Jerome, (all 
of which are more ancient, in the order mentioned, than our pre- 
sent version) rise in excellence. But, as he justly remarks, 
**no age, or prescription, can authorise error? and it is obsti- 
nacy to defend in any version, however ancient or venerable, 
what cannot be rationally defended. But, perhaps the ingeni- 
ous objector means, that the antiquity of the style, in our esta- 
blished version, gives it an awful air, suitable to a sacred 
book. Now, it is allowed, and insisted on, that the grave 
ancient cast (of expression) should prevail in an English trans- 
lation of the bible; and, it is manifest, that this recommenda- 
tion may remain entire, after the removal of every real defect.” 

Objection fourth. ‘The present translation ought to be re- 
tained in our churches, for its intrinsic excellence. The poeti- 
cal passages are peculiarly pleasing—the language though 
siinple, is natural, rich, and expressive—even where the sense 
is not clear, nor the connexion of ideas obvious at first sight ; 
the mind is soothed, and the ear ravished with the powerful, 
yet unaffected charms of the style.”—Knox and others. 

The Bishop gives two answers to this objection, one from 
Dr. Geddes’s * Letter to the Bishop of London,” and another 
from the author of “ Reasons for revising, by authority, our 
present version.”? He adds, I cannot agree with this author, 
that language which deserves to be called faulty, should be 


* « It tends to shake the basis of the establishment,” that is, the National 
Church of England—as might, in some measure, have been expected, the 
Bishop glides gently over this objection—but though a truth, yet, it is in fact 
no real objection, let the application be made to any church whatever ;—It 15 
the establishment of the religion of Christ, as contained upon the pure and ge- 
nuine page of Inspiration, tor which every honest heart should be zealous—it 
is this only, it should defend—and, if upon removing any errors which our com- 
mon translation contains, the creeds and doctrines of every church should be 
found inconsistent with what Christ and his apostles taught. Let them fall 
quietly to the ground; while the grateful soul returns its sincere acknowledg- 
ments to its God, for having, at length, rent the veil with which it had been 
enveloped, and poured upon it the beamings of truth, even though its newly 
discovered dictates be found directly opposed to those darling superstitions an 
observances, which it had so long and so dearly cherished, as its chief good, 
and most sure foundation upon which to build a hope of immortal glory. 
¢ See his “ Letter to the Bishop of London.” 
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xetained, by the revisers of the bible, even in a single in- 
stance. In my opinion they should studiously remove from it 
every minute defect; that, according to the extent of human 
abilities, they may present it to the Church, as the Church 
should present itself to Christ, not only holy, but without 
spot or blemish.” , 

Objection fifth. ‘ The correcting translators differ among 
themselves.” 

Answer. In the midst of great difficulties, with different 
abilities, opposite prejudices of education, and various degrees 
of industry, and of assistance in their critical pursuits, it is 
necessary that differences should arise among interpreters of 
the scriptures. Undoubtedly King James’s translators often 
disagreed with individuals; and adopted, in a body, what 
seemed most agreeable to the sound rules of interpretation.” 

Objection sixth. ‘ 'The new translators recede too far from 
the common version.” 

Answer. ** They should depart from its mistakes, and im- 
perfections only, but should retain its general diction and 
manner. It may well be admitted as a rule, that they should 
never recede from it, without a satisfactory reason.” 

Objection seventh. * Such as wish for further information, 
may have recourse to those authors who have explained ob- 
scure and erroneous passages.” 

** But, have all’? (or even a majority of) * Christians who 
meet with difficulties, time and ability to consult these 
writers,* or if they had, is it in any respect decent, or fit, 
that the public scriptures, confessed to want assistance, should 
be suffered to depend for support on these extraneous props.” 

Objection eighth. ‘* No translation, even of a single book, 
has yet appeared preferable, on the whole, to the received one.” 

Answer. ‘The attempts of individuals necessarily labour 
under great comparative imperfection; and yet, these should 
be promoted by the natural patrons of sacred learning, and 
parts of the scriptures should be assigned to such as are best 
qualified for the honourable task of translating and explaining 
them ; because, these private versions and expositions will 
form a most useful ground-work for a revised version of the 
whole bible, by public authority.’’+ 

Oljection ninth. * The present is not a proper time for un- 


* How many thousands, of honest and enquiring Christians, are ignorant even 
of the existence of such writers—and how many more, even though they know 
they exist, are incapable of obtaining a mere perusal of them! 

t Amongst all the many improved translations, which have, of late years, 
been attempted by men qualified for the task, there is no one, but what, in some 
particular, excels the common yersion—almost all that now seems wanting, is 


a collation of all these versions, and a combination in one work, of their seye- 
ral excellences. 
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dertaking a new version—we should wait till we can carry the 
work to a greater degree of perfection, and, if possible, make 
future revisals unnecessary.” 

Answer. ‘ This argument will probably exist in as great 
force, one hundred years hence—to defer a work of this kind 
till the nation possesses a due knowledge of the original tongues 
to execute it properly, is a delay of expediency, or rather of 
necessity: but, to wait till men awake from their dreams, whe- 
ther of dotage or frenzy, with respect to the language, or text, 
of the scriptures, is also to wait forever. The taste of the age 
for sound logic, sound criticism, and sound philosophy, has 
acquired sufficient strength to triumph over their opposers.” 

Having thus answered all the ordinary objections to a revisal 
of the common version, the learned prelate, m chapter four, 
brings forward some substantial arguments, to show that a re- 
visal is expedient, these are—1. The flux of living languages; 
and the great change our tongue has undergone since the year 
1610, when the present version first appeared. 2. Since that 
period the biblical apparatus has been much enriched—the ori- 
ginal languages have been more industriously cultivated—many 
prejudices have been exploded—and sacred criticism carried to 
a degree of perfection to which it had not attained in the last 
century. 

The fifth, and last chapter, contains the bishop’s Rules for 
conducting an improved version of the bible: Then follows a 
list of the various editions of the bible in English, from 1526 
to 1776. A, ® K. 








FROM THE (N. ¥.) GOSPEL HERALD. 
‘‘ GOOD NEWS FROM A FAR COUNTRY!” 


We recently received a letter from Brother Timothy Bigelow, 
of Palmyra, Portage county, Ohio, who is a herald of ** good 
tidings ;”’ as follows: 


Palmyra, Portage Co. Ohio, June 26, 1822. 
Dear sir—I wish you to invite, through the medium of the 
Gospel Herald, any of our brethren in the ministry, to meet 
with us this year in our associations. The Richland Associa- 
tion of Universalists, will convene in Frederickstown, Enon 
county, (Ohio) on the last Wednesday and Thursday in August. 
The Northern Association of Universalists, will meet at Sha- 
lersville, Portage county, (Ohio) on the first Wednesday and 
Thursday in September. By giving the above notice you will 
confer a favor on your friend and brother in Christ, ; 
TIMOTHY BIGELOW. _ 
P.S. We have, in addition to our ministers in this part of 
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this state, in about one year, an accession of three from the 
Baptists—two from the Methodists—two from the Christians, 
and three young men from our own Society, making ten in all! 


FROM THE SAME. 


CONTINUATION OF GOOD NEWS, 


The believers of the Truth in Norwalk, (Con.) met on the 
4th instant, and commemorated their freedom from spiritual 
darkness, by forming themselves into a society, which is the 
First Universalist Society in Norwalk. 

The new church, belonging to the Society of Universalists in 
Norwick (Con.) was, on Sunday last, 14th ult. dedicated to the 
service of the * GOD of the Spirits of ALL flesh.” 








‘6 ESSAY ON FUTURE PUNISHMENT.” 


In the Presbyterian Magazine for August, 1822, there is an 
article under this head, predicated on the text, ** And these 
shall go away into everlasting punishment’’—Matt. xxv. 46, 
which we mean to pass under review. And although we can 
hardly expect that our remarks will be noticed by the writer 
of the *“ Essay,” lest it should excite the attention of readers 
on that side of the question, yet we would recommend to our 
readers, if they should find it convenient, to read the whole of 
the article, which we controvert, that they may be the better 
able to judge of the propriety of the arguments on both sides 
of this important question. ‘This is the second attempt that has 
been made in the Presbyterian Magazine, toestablish the coc- 
trine of future and eternal punishment; whether this will 
succeed any better than the former, by Dr. Wylie, time will 
deteymine. The writer, though in some respects severe, ap- 
pears to be caridid, and it will be our design to give every ar- 
gument its due and full weight, and shall object only to what 
we conceive to be unsound. The writer says, page 354, 


_“ All just punishments imply that the suffering party has broken a 
righteous law, and therefore deserves to suffer. The measure or 


degree of suffering must be in exact proportion to the evil com- 
mitted.” 


To this we do not object; but would only ask, Is man capa- | 
ble of committing an infinite evil? if not, then according to 


the principles here assumed and acknowledged, it would be un- 
Vou. I. €e 
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just for man to suffer infinitely, in any sense, and it is not 
pretended that he can suffer infinitely in every sense. Again, 
the writer says, 

«There are three principal ends designed in the infliction of pu- 
nis hment: 

«The first, where the offender mny be reclaimed by means of cor- 
rection, and prevented from repeating the offence. Of this kind 
were many of the calamities brought upon the nation of Israel. The 
sufferings of the saints on earth are sent for the same end, that 
they may work the peaceable fruits of righteousness. {n such cor- 
rections, God assumes the gracious part of a father, who afflicteth 
not willingly but for our profit.” 


Tere it is implied that © the sufferings of the saints on earth’’ 
and the sufferings of the sinner, are sent for different ends, 
and from different motives. In the one, ** God assumes the 
gracious part of a father ;”’ in the other, whatever his charac- 
ter be, that of a ** gracious father’? is removed from it! Such 
representations of the divine character, we conceive to be as 
dishonourable to God, as they are injurious and pernicious to 
man! Is God divided? or is it possible to remove from him 
the gracious character of Father? No. Whether we view him 
as our Governor, Lawgiver, or Judge, in all these characters 
we recognize our gracious Father in heaven. 


« A second design of punishing, is todeter others from sin, by show- 
ing the evil of the crime in its painful consequences. God in his 
providence has shown many dreadful examples of the evil of sin. 
Sin is never indulged without being attended with some pain, or the 
forfeiture of some blessing, even in the present world. Tocontinue 
only in a state of sin, without the grosser crimes of the wicked, will 
debar the sinner of that noblest happiness of the soul, communion 
with God through the Mediator. But the more open and atrocious 
vices are attended in a thousand instances with striking tokens of 
the divine anger: ‘ For the wrath of God is revealed from heaven 
against all ungodliness and unrighteousness of men,’ more especi- 
ally of those ‘ who hold the truth in unrighteousness” No man is 
ignorant of the curse which the Almighty has attached to intemper- 
ance and othersensuality. Poverty, disease, disgrace, and death, 
are the temporal penalties which the votaries of vice are daily suf- 
fering for ‘ the pleasures of sin” But if we could witness the se- 
cret racks and horrors of conscience, the regrets, the fears and tor- 
menting conflicts of appetite and passion, that most sinners endure 
in a course of wickedness, we should see enough to establish it as 
ageneral maxim, that “ the way of transgressors is hard?” 


To all this we are perfectly agreed ; but only say that pu- 
nishment cannot be inflicted with this * design,’? when there 
are no sinners on earth (especially none whom God intends te 
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save) to be deterred from committing sin. Will it be pretend- 
ed that future punishment is either necessary or designed, to 
deter the saints in heaven “ from sin!” And if it be designed 
to * deter” the damned in hell, will it have that effect? But if 
it be the sinners in this world who are to be deterred by future 
punishment, then it will be necessary to this end (if necessary 
at all) only while the world lasts: and here, the punishment 
itself is not necessary, only let it be believed by sinners, and 
it will have all the effect upon thei, that is, ** to deter’? them 
from sin, as though the fact were true. But it may be argued 
that Ged would not suffer sinners to believe in such torments 
unless they were true. ‘This, however, is not so certain; ** If 
the prophet be deceived when he hath spoken a thing, I the 
Lord have deceived that prophet,”” Ezek. xiv. 9. It is a well 
known fact that mankind are deceived in many things, and 
sometimes, perhaps, for their good; and why may they not be 
deceived in regard to this matter ? 


«A third end proposed, in the infliction of punishment, is to satisfy 
the claims of law and justice. Men that are not blinded by error, 
or hardened in sin, universally allow that the punishment of a trans- 


gressor is a claim due to the majesty of the laws; and that nothing 
but suffering will answer that claim.” 


This may be admitted, under certain qualifications, but 
then it may be asked, whether a law altogether just and per- 
fect, has any claims other thar those mentioned in the first and 
second articles, as the end, designed in the infliction of pu- 
nishment? ** ‘The law of the Lord is perfect, converting the 
soul.”? Not excluding the soul from all future favour. We ad- 
mit that human laws, which frequently grow out of the weak- 
ness of human governments, sometimes demand that the cri- 
minal should be put beyond the reach of mercy: but whenever 
this is the fact, the criminal is as much beyond the reach of 


justice, as he is beyond the reach of mercy: and we may 


say, beyond the reach of cruelty too! That is, he is beyond the 
reach of any mercy, justice or cruelty proceeding from man. 

Punishment, certainly, is not the end of any just and good 
law, whether human or divine. ‘The end of the law is the good 
of the community. But human legislatures have to do with 
powers which they do not give, and which, therefore, they 
cannot control; hence the necessity of removing out of the way 
those culprits which would endanger the public safety. But 
were it in their power to humble and subdue every obstinate 
offender, they would not be driven to this expedient. For if it 
were as easy to reform the criminal, in all cases, as it is ta 
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take his life, where is there an individual who would not think 
it best to do so? 

The believers in future never ending punishment, can paint 
the supposed horrors of that awful scene in the most glowing 
colours, calcuJating, that the prejudices of their readers, or 
hearers, sill all be enlisted in their favour, and therefore they 
have no occasion to stop a single moment, to reflect whether 
the passages of scripture which they bring to bear on the 
subject will justly admit of such an application or not. Be- 
cause they very well know, that this, by most of their readers, 
will not be called in question. The following is a specimen of 
their language on this subject : 


*The place of torment is the same prepared of old for the devil 
and his angels. The condemned of Adam’s race are consigned to 
the same region, and the same punishment as the great destroyer. 
le Their companions, therefore, will be fellow sinners and fellow suf- 
ae ferers. If any wo can aggravate the terror of the ‘wrath of God, 
us poured without mixture into the cup of his indignation,’ it wiil be 
this: All the refuse of the f:llen creation will be gathered into one 
community, the society of hell, the conmunity of the damned. As 
the cup of divine wrath goes round, blasphemy and mutual re- 
preach, with all the endless workings of hatred and despair, will 
swell the tide of wo fur ever and ever! For it will be ‘everlasting 
puiishment.’” 


But, after all, what evidence have they given us that the 
punishment of the wicked, or the wicked themselves, will ex- 
ast eternally? We shall now attend to the proofs which they 
have offered, for it is with these alone that we have any con- 
cern. Speaking of the text (Matt. xxv. 46.) they say, 


«There are many grounds of proof that the Son of God intended 
here, a punishment strictly and absolutely without end. 

“Ist. The scriptures, on this point as on every other, preserve the 
elearest harmony. In the prophecy of Daniel, where the resurrec- 
tion of the dead is foretold, a portion of our race are described as 
rising to shame and everlasting contempt.’ ” 





‘ 
& 


We admit that the scriptures * preserve the clearest har- 
mony,” and have no doubt but that the testimony in Daniel 
and the testimony in Matthew, now under consideration, re- 
late to the same subject. But what proof is there that either 
of them relates to a future state? There is none: neither have 
our opponents attempted to show any. But that the contrary 
is the fact is most clear and obvious. 

The writer says, “In the prophecy of Daniel, where the 
resurrection of the dead is foretold,” &c. Now, kind reader, 
turn to the passage, (Dan. xii. 1, 2,) and see how it reads. 
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«¢ And there shall be a time of trouble,” &c.—** And many of 
them th..t sleep in the dust of the earth shall awake,” &c. Is 
this the general resurrection 2 when many of them shall awake? 
and what will become of the remainder of them? or certainly 
this does not speak of the whole. Now what does Jesus say 
on the same subject? “* When, therefore, ye see the desoiating 
abomination, spoken of by the prophet Daniel, standing on ho- 
ly ground, (let nim who readeth consider,) then let those that 
are in Judea, flee to the mountains :—for then there will be 
great tribulations, such as hath not been since the beginning 
of the world to this time; no, nor ever will be.”’” Nothing can 
be more clear than that the time of trouble spoken of by Da- 
nicl, and the time of great tribulation spoken of by Jesus, re- 
fer to the same period and the same events; and it is equally 
clear that this is the time when the resurrection spoken of by 
Daniel was to take place. Here is the clearest harmony of 
scripture language: let it be preserved. Every candid reader 
will therefore perceive that our opponents have utterly faited 
in their very first attempt at any thing like proof from the 
scriptures. * Flee to the mountains!” When? in eternity? 
Reader consider ! 

What is predicated on the equivocal terms, for ever, ever- 
lasting, &c. we shall make no comment at present, because ihe 
time has arrived when such things can have no weight, except 
only with the most ignorant and vulgar of our race. It is ac- 
knowledged by the most learned on this subject, and denied 
by none, that these words, to say the least, was used in a 
limited as well as in an unlimited sense. ‘hey are used in 
relation to things and events wholly confined to time, as well 
as to those which may be extended into eternity. 


“2dly. Justice has a claim on the enemies of God, that nothing 
short of eternal pains can answer. Infinite dishonour is levelled 
at his throne by the sin of man; a punishment, therefore, in some 
respect infinite, is the only redress that Justice will accept. Buta 
creature cannot sustain a misery infinite in degree; therefore, it is 
made irfinite by its eternal duration.” 


This, we undertake to say, is all gratuitous assertion, with- 
out the least shadow of proof. What is the reason that the 
reformation of the criminal does not answer the demand of 
strict justice; better than * eternal pains?’ It is not even 
pretended that suffering, satisfies the claims of justice; for 
when the sinner has sufiered ever so long, yet, remaining im- 
penitent and disobedient, justice has as great a claim upon 
him as ever: but the moment any sinner is penitent and obe- 
dient, that moment justice is satisfied. Again, What is the 
reason that “ a creature cannot sustain a misery infinite in 
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degree,’ as well as infinite in duration? He is not now so 
constituted that he can sustain either; and if he is to be en- 
dowed with new powers, for the sake of sustaining misery, 
who knows what powers he may not possess? We call upon 
our opponent to support his argument by scripture testimony, 
and not palm upon the public his mere ipse dixit in lieu of proof. 


“ 3dly. Consider the unchangeable nature of sin. A sin once com- 
mitted is a sin forever; it will eternally remain true that Adam 
fell—that you and Thavesinned. Millions of ages will roll on with- 
out abating the intrinsic evil of our sins. Sin is not wiped off the 
soul, nor blotted from the book of God’s remembrance, by the lapse 
of duration; nor can it be diminished by the offender’s sufferings— 
nor does punishment in itself tend in the least to cure the creature’s 
enmity. Hence, we have the fullest evidence that future misery 
cannot from its nature diminish.” 


According to this argument, what is the reason that the sin 
of all mankind will not remain, * millions of ages,” as much 
so, as the sin of any? How can the sufferings of any one, any 
more than the sufferings of the offender, make that untrue 
which is now true? and what is the reason that the sin of 
Saul of Tarsus, that chief of sinners, is not ** sin forever,” as 
much so, as the sin of any one else? And the moment that our 
opponents can show how one sin can be washed away, so as 
no longer to exist, that moment they will show a fountain 
opened, not only ** for David and the inhabitants of Jerusa- 
jlem,”’ but for all mankind, “ for sin, and for uncleanness.’’ 
If sin be in its nature immoveable, then there is nothing which 
can remove it: but if it be like a stain, which may be washed 
away, or like characters, which may be biotted out, then 
there is nothing in its nature which prevents its being taken 
away from one as well as another. Where then is the neces- 
sity of its existing forever? If, in the future world “ the enmi- 
ty of the wicked” may * break out in actual hostility against 
the Great Supreme ;” and if, in that case, ‘* the same wrath 
may justly increase the horrors of their doom in proportion ;’’ 
why may we not suppose the soul equally capable of repent- 
ance, and as likely to repent, as to ** break out in actual hosti- 
lity 2”? and, should that be the case, why may not ** wrath” 
give place to mercy; and, instead of those gloomy “ horrors,” 
the sweet and melodious sounds of forgiveness and peace sa- 
lute their ears? These queries are raised on the supposition 
that sin will certainly exist in the world to come; a supposi- 
tion, the truth of which we do not admit, and which lays with 
our opponents to prove. 


“ The fourth and last argument we offer, is the veracity of God. 
This is the rock that gives stability to the believer’shope. But let 
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the impenitent sinner remember, that it is this same rock which 
. . . . > 
will tie upon his wretched soul forever and ever.’ 


The “veracity of God” is the principal foundation of our 
hope. * If Jehovah is a God of truth, * his counsel shall stand :? 
therefore, to suppose that after having published to tie whole 
universe his purposed”’ restitution of all things, that he would 
gather together all things in Christ, who tasted death for eve- 
ry man, that he would through the blood of his cross, recon- 
cile all things to himself; to suppose, I say, that he will now 
relax from his ardour and good will in the salvation of sin- 
ners, and exclude thousands, and millions, for whom Christ 
gave himself a ransom, from ‘ his bosom, is little short of 
blasphemy. £ God is not a man that he should lie, neither the 
son of man that he should repent. Hath he said, and shall he 
not doit? Or hath he spoken, and shall he not make it good ?””’ 

‘¢The opposition waged by the carnal mind against this 
doctrine, arises from a principle as deep as the depravity of 
man.” The truth of this assertion we do not dispute ; we only 
turn the table upon our opponents, our readers will judge who 
is the most worthy of being charged with having our ** oppe- 
sition waged by the carnal mind.” An _ opposition which 
breathes nothing but benevolence and charity to all mankind, 
or an opposition which breathes an eternal hate to the greater 
part. 

Speaking of * the everlasting duration of future punishment,” 
the writer says, 


«« Among the various and contradictory schemes of the opposers of 
this truth, there are some which bear so dark a stamp of infidelity,and 
present so complicated a tissue of absurdities, that we dare not ven- 
ture on their,round, even to strip and expose their errors. If such 
writers and preachers escape the judgment of God here on earth, 
their opinions will perish under the frown of common sense.” 


This we consider as a kind of an apology, given before- 
hand, for not noticing any of our arguments. They must say 
something on the subject, or else their own people will grow dis- 
satisfied. ‘They dare not enter the list of controversy with Uni- 
versalists of the present day: therefore, they will take up 
what they consider less formidable objections. And as long 
as they can make their readers and hearers believe that our 
objections “* bear so dark a stamp of infidelity,” that they 
should be polluted, if they should even attempt * to strip and 
expose” our “errors,” they will be able to keep their people 
in some degrce quiet. But how long will the people be satis- 
fied with this? We apprehend that ere long they will be 
obliged to make an attempt to expose, what they are pleased 
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to call, in so many words, * a complicated tissue of absurdi- 
ties,” or else their silence will be construed into a tacit ace 
knowledgement that they are unable to do it. But since the 
Ww writer we are examining conceives that there are * other 

teachers of universal salvation, less presuming and more ho- 
stiots though equally absurd,’? we shall expect he will begin 
with them. Very well. As he chooses. Wherever he goes 
we mean to follow him: all is, we hope he will not get fright- 
ened from the field, like his predecessor, Dr. W. Let him 
treat those who believe, from the sincerity of their hearts, the 
doctrine he opposes, with respectful language, and he shall 
have the same in return, but while he accuses us with blas- 
phemy, absurdity, dishonesty and infidelity, without showing 
that we ave guilty of such charges, he must not think hard if 
the tables should be sometimes turned upon him. 


( To be continued. ) 








A LETTER 'TO THE REV. CHAUNCEY G. LEE, PASTOR OF A 
CHURCH IN NEW-STRATFORD, (CONN.) 


Reverend Sir, 


The only apology I can make for the following communica- 
tton (if it require an apology) is the circumstance of your 
name being attached to a recommendation ofa Letter address- 
ed tome, by Mr. R. Judson, purporting to be a refutation of 
my Lectures on Divine Benevolence; in which you say, * The 
argument appears tome to be well sustained, the premises accurate- 
Ly stated, and the deductions obviously conclusive. J think the 
work calcuiated to premote the interests of truth, and feel dis- 
posed to encourage ils circulation.”’ 

I feel disposed to write to you, Sir, in preference to Mr. 
Judson, because, First, although his letter is addressed to me, 

ne has not seen fit to send me either the Letter itself, or a 
printed copy; Secondly, had it not been for your recommenda- 
tion, and the recommendation of the Rev. Thomas Punderson 
and Elijah Waterman, it is probable his Letter would never 
have appeared in print; and Thirdly, had it appeared in print, 
without being recommended by the clergy, it would have been 
considered, by me, altogether unworthy of notice. Mr. Wa- 
terman, in his recommendation, says, ** Mr. Judson is doubt- 
less one of the first classical scholars.”’ 'That he may have been 
such, is very possible; but had it not been for the above as- 
sertion, and the initials «* A. M.’ annexed to his name, I could 
hardly have imagined that to have been the case; though, 
since Mr. W. informs us, * he has been deeply oppressed and 
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afflicted for some years,” it is very possible that this affliction 
may have disordered his mind. As to Mr. J. therefore, (un- 
fortunate man!) he is to be pitied and excused; and, if there 
be any thing wrong in regard to the publication of his Letter, 
we shall lay it at the doors of those who * feel disposed to en- 
courage ils circulation.” 

You say that the Letter in question has been read in your 
hearing—very well—but, Sir, have you also read the work, 
of which this Letter speaks; so as to know whether it be in 
reality what it pretends to be, “*arefutation” of my Lectures? 
You say “* purporting to be a refutation,” &c. but is it what it 
purports to be? How can any work be refuted without quoting 
a single proposition, or replying to a single argument it con- 
tains? and Mr. J. has done neither in regard to my Lectures. 
i am confident, Sir, that should my Lectures ever fall into 
your hands, you will not only feel ashamed of the work you 
have recommended, but mortified that you should have so 
hastily recommended it. Mr. J. has proceeded on entirely 
mistaken ground. Is it possible, Sir, that any man of good 
sense, should have read my Lectures for the purpose of refuting 
them, and yet read so carelessly, as to suppose that I ** ac- 
knowledge the existence of the devil ;”? meaning thereby ** an 
intelligent being ?”? Nosuch acknowledgment is to be found in 
my Lectures; neither can such an acknowledgment be found in 
any of my writings. Itis an idea which I have long since whol- 
ly exploded. Neither is itacknowledged in my Lectures, that 
sinners will be punished in another world, in eternity, i. e. 
in another state of existence, for sins committed here in time, 
and on this earth. And yet the whole of Mr. J’s arguments, 
(so far as they are levelled at all against my Lectures) are 
predicated on these two supposed acknowledgments: though he 
does not pretend to say that Ihave acknowledged the latter, but 
has argued as though that was my sentiment. If Mr. J. is un- 
acquainted with my opinion of the devil, L would recommend 
to him, a small Treatise published in Charlestown, (Mass.) in 
1811, entitled * Light shining in darkness, and the darkness 
comprehending itnot; Or a'Trcatise on the Carnal Mind,” Kc. 
in which the devil, 





~ “ being stripp‘d of a disguise, 
“ Appears as he really is; the father of lies!” 

By reading this Treatise, which was republished in the se- 
¢ond volume of the Christian Messenger, he will get my real 
views of the prince of darkness, called in scripture, the devil. 
And if he would be really © glad to know what sort of a Uni- 
versalist’’ I am, in regard to Sin, and its cousequences, let him 
read my fourth Lecture, with the intention of understanding: 
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it, and, whether right or wrong, he will have a full know 
ledge of my views on that subject. 

Now, although I did not intend to say one word in regard 
to the merits of this wonderful production, more than to show 
that the author proceeded on mistaken ground altogether, yet 
I cannot let it pass without one or two remarks. 

Speaking of God, on page 7, Mr. J. says, “* How can you, 
Sir, tell what is, or is not consistent with his attribute of be- 
nevolence? Do we know any thing, a priori, of the nature and 
properties of his benevolence?” It is admitted that we can- 
not know, a@ priori, whether God is benevolent or not; but 
when it is agreed that God is benevolent (which is agreed by 
all, and denied by none) then, unless benevolence in God 
mean not benevolence, but something else, (in which case it 
might as well be called malevolence as benevolence,) all that 
can be inferred from benevolence, may be known, or rationally 
inferred, a priori, from the benevolence of God. And unless 
these terms, wisdom, justice, love, mercy, benevolence, &c. 
mean the same thing when applied to God, as they do when 
applied to man, differing only in degree, then there is an end 
to all reasoning on the subject. We may then blot out the 
term benevolence, as applicable to the Deity, and substitute 
the word malevolence; or, what would be the same, blot out the 
word God, and substitute Devil! Because in either case it 
would be impossible that worse conclusions should be drawn! 
For, according to Mr. J., for aught we can know to the contra- 
ry, a@ priori, benevolence in God may have all the ferocious- 
ness of a tyger, while malevolence, could that be applicd to 
him, might have all the mildness of a lamb! 

But how does Mr. J. settle this question? Why, in a way, I 
trust, which will do him but very little credit. ** No being,’’ 
says he, * of an inferior grade, can possibly, with propricty, 
judge of the propriety of conduct of a being of a grade supe- 
rior.” According to this reasoning, an inferior officer, let him 
have ever so much knowledge and experience, can never judge, 
“‘ with propriety,” of the conduct of his superior, however ar- 
bitrary, however unreasonable, or unjust! A servant, however 
knowing, can never judge of the propriety of his master’s con- 
duct. Only let his master be called a benevolent man, and 
the servant must take all his conduct in good part, however 
cruel or abusive it may appear to him; and whatever he may 
think of it, he must by no means attribute it to any thing in- 
consistent with benevolence! Once more, and we cap the cli- 
max. ‘* A bullock, or a swine for instance, if they were en- 
dowed with reason, would make miserable work in justifying 
by philosophical argument, the ways of man to them.”” Now 
E beg to know, that if a bullock, or a swine, should be endow- 
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ed with the reasoning powers of Mr. J. what would prevent 
them from reasoning just as he does? and although they might 
not be able to justify all his conduct towards them, yet, if they 
had his reason, they could certainly justify it, as well as he 
can justify it himself: why not? Does * philosophical argu- 
ment” depend altogether on the face and hands of man? Let our 
domestic animals be endowed with our reason, that is, with 
reason equal to ours, let all our ways to them be benevolent, 
and they could justify our ways to them as well as we could 
justify it ourselves: at any rate, they could not make more 
‘‘miserable work” at it, than Mr. J. has in accomplishing 
what he attempted. They would find some difficulty in usmg 
the pen, I grant, but only let them be endowed with speech as 
well as reason, and be provided with a good amanuensis, and 
I dare say they would furnish us with some excellent treatises! 
Perhaps equal to the Letter now laying on my table, which is 
said to be the work ‘of one of the first classical scholars!”’ 
But if this be the effect of “ classical’? learning, is it possible 
that we should have any thing to fear from barbarian ignorance ? 
You will excuse me, Sir, in my plainness of speech, being -an 
unlettered man. I mean no disrespect to Mr. J. or any one else. 
There is no occasion of my writing disrespectfully, being an 
entire stranger to the persons I have named, and particularly to 
the man whom [ have the honour to address. I write just as 
things appear to my understanding, and with a view only to 
correct mistakes, and enlighten, if possible, the understanding 
of others. Yours, &c. ABNER KNEELAND. 


Philadelphia, Aug. 16, 1822. 
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‘64 PUBLIC CONTROVERSY.” 


We have recently had a work put into our hands, purport- 
ing to be ** The substance of a Public Debate between the au- 
thor and the Rev. Mr. 4. Kneeland, Universalist Minister.’ By 
G. Bishop. 

We have given this work a cursory perusal, and although 
many things appear in it, of which we should have reason 
lo complain, yet it is, on the whole, about what we had a 
right to expect. And as most of the arguments taken from 
Mr. K., so far as they have been quoted at all, were quoted 
inerely from memory (except what few are taken from the Ma- 
gazine) it could hardly be supposed that they should have been 
quoted correctly, admitting the intention of Mr. B. might have 
been ever so honest. Propriety, therefore, should have dictat- 
ed that the manuscript should have been examinéd by the 
opposite party. before the work went to press. his might 
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have prevented many real mistakes, and perhaps tended to. 
have improved the work in many other respects; of which 
improvements it is certainly susceptible. We shall only cor- 
rect a few, out of the many mistakes with which the work 
abounds, and then leave the work to find its own level, not 
thinking it expedient to occupy either time or room to speak 
of its general merits or demerits, but, should the reader take 
the trouble to examine for himself, he will draw his own con- 
clusions. 

On page 7, it is stated that “* Mr. K’s argument is, that 
the magnitude of a crime, is always measured by the eharacter 
of the offender, and not by the character and law offended.” 
Mr K. never made use of any such argument. If Mr. B. had 
put the word capacity, instead of character, he would have 
come much nearer the truth. 

On p. 18, an argument is stated, to which, it is observed in 
a note, Mr. K. * makes no reply whatever.”? This is incor- 
rect. For Mr. K. stated that the same verb is used in the 
Greek, 1 Cor. xv. 28, and applied to the Son, in his subjection 
to the Father, as is applied to all things in subjection to 
Christ, which shows, that if one is a willing subjection, the 
others must be. | 

On p. 21, there is an insinuation that Mr. K. had said that the 
five brethren ofthe rich man in hell, answered to the five books 
of Moses. If the insinuation was so designed, it is totally 
false; as Mr. K. has made no such statement. This was in- 
sinuated, and corrected by Mr. K., on the floor, and he is now 
surprised to sce it in print.* 

On p. 29, there is language used as the words of Mr. K. 
which never came from his lips ; but he only said that he did not 
wish to be separated from his people, and if they were in hell, 
he could not be happy in heaven, or words to that effect: but 
he never said that he wished to be burned, or wished to go to 
hell, on any consideration whatever ; neither did he say any 
thing that would imply an acquiescence in any thing that is 
wrong in his people; and he presumes that he was not so un- 
derstood by any one in the audience, save by Mr. B. 

On p. 59, itis stated that ** he (Mr. K.) did not pretend to 

* Since writing the above, we find that this insinuation is stated in so many 
words in anote on page 148. The following statement is quoted as the words 
of Mr. K. © any man of sense, or common understanding, must Know, that, by 
the five brethren, is* to be understood the five books of Moses.” We repeat, 
that, however Mr. K. may have been understood, he has stated no such thing. 
in the discourse alluded to, the five books of Moses were mentioned, it is true, 
but only as a reason (in which the speaker was by no means sanguine) why the 
blinded part of Israel, who rejected the Messiah, were represented by five bre- 
thren, in preference to any other number. 


* Why did not Mr. B. notice this error? It should have been are 7 Bat being 
an error of his own, it was suffered to pass. 
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deny, that in some passages also, it (Gehenna) really does im- 
ply the duration of eternity.” It was not contended (as is now 
recollected) that Gehenna ever implies duration; but if it had 
been so contended, it would certainly have been denied: for 
Gehenna no more implies duration than the name of any other 
place, as for instance, Jerusalem, Sodom, or Gomorrah! 
‘* But,” says Mr. B. “ can it be denied that Gehenna is used 
in many instances in the scriptures to express eternity in du- 
ration? No!” Bravo! Ignorantia verborum! [vw#és aoyass. 

On p. 61, Mr. B. has associated suchee, (by which he means 
to represent the Greek Yvx7) with aion and aionion, (aay 
and a:wviev) as one of * the strongest words which the 
Greeks had to express the duration of eternity.” Now we 
ought not to be surprised at this, when he acknowledges that 
the word Gehenna is ** sometimes used in a literal, and limit- 
ed sense.” The word  Yex» signifies, according to Park- 
hurst, 1. breath, 2. animal life, 3. a living animal, 4. the hu- 
man body, though dead, (Acts, il. 27, 31,) 5. the human soul or 
spirit, 6. the human animal soul, 7. the mind, disposition, 8. @ 
human person—and no more expresses duration than the words 
used in the above definitions! 

On p. 109, Mr. B. has been kind enough to notice a gram- 
matical error ;* the indicative mode used for the subjunctive ; 
which is frequently used by very good writers. But if it be 
an error, Mr. B. has been guilty of a similar error in a va- 
riety of instances, to say nothing of his acknowledging a pre- 
mises, p. 89, or the double genitive, p. 91, “reply of Mr. 
K’s”—not Mr. K’s reply, nor the reply of Mr. K.; but the reply 
ef Mr. K’s! This is too trifling to mention; but a man who 
lives ina glass house should take care not to throw stones at his 
neighbours. 

A work from such a pen, fraught with so many errors in 
prose, we should hardly expect to find more correct in poetry. 
But we understand that Mr. B. has boldly declared that he is 
not ashamed of it, since the work passed through the examina- 
tion of several learned clergymen, and even doctors of divinity, 
who gave it their cordial approbation. How this is, we will 
not venture to say; but that it was examined and approved by 
the Rev. Mr. P. we have no doubt. This will be considered 
by many, a good recommendation, and lest the work should 
not be sufficiently known, we will give a short specimen of 
the rhyming; for you must know, kind reader, that the work 
ends with three or four pages of something like poetry ; which, 
among other excellences, has the following words, as intend- 
ing torhyme with each other—evil, devil—assist him, Sys- 


The grammatical error noticed on page 135, was merely typographical. 
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tems—greatness, forgiveness—repentance, vengeance—cense- 
quence, nonsense—alarming, warning—coming, burning— 
criterions, socenians (Socinians probably)—mysteries, mise- 
ries—blasphemers, Redcemer—alarming, harm us—warning, 
coming—depended, contented—deceitful, hateful—preachers, 
Jesus—warning, mourning, &c. &c. It will be perceived that 
warning ends three lines, but so differently linked with other 
words, that, so far from being a defect, it is one of its excel- 
lencies! Reader, make your own comment. 

Now, in the name of all that is candid, we would ask, is it 
because our learned clergy can present us with nothing better, 
that they countenance such miserable subterfuges? or is it be- 
cause they have such a contemptible opinion of the common 
sense of mankind, that they think it is no matter how much 
they insult their understandings? If they have any regard for 
themselves, or, for the feelings and good sense of the most 
respectable part of community, do let them come forward. 
openly and professedly, and give us the best they can, on 
a subject so interesting to all. Such a work, with a candid 
and proper reply, would be very interesting and useful in the 
christian world, and save the disgust which must be occasion- 
ed by such miserable subterfuges as we have now been examin- 


ing. 








RELIGIOUS DELUSION. 


The victims of religious delusion have increased of late, to an alarming degree; 
and as long as the same cause continues, it is reasonable to expect the same ef- 
fect will be produced. The editors of the (Boston) Universalist Magazine, alter 
giving an account of six cases of suicide, and two others of awful insanity, in one 
of which, the unhappy creature, a mother, drowned three of her little innocent 
children, and the other, a young man, “has gone to the mad house in New-York,” 
conclude with the following remarks: 

‘* All these deplorable cases, it is seen, have occurred during 
the last two years and three months; and these, as dreadful a 
catalogue as they form, are those only which the Editor of one 
paper, Tur (N. Y.) Gospen HeErRavp, has inserted. We 
must not stop here to enquire how many others of the same 
kind, and from the same cause, have transpired during this 
period ; we would only refer to the foregoing catalogue, and 
humbly implore the reflecting part of the community to con- 
sider. Is it not a duty we owe to heaven and earth to coinc 
forward in earnest, and expose the fatal delusions that are 
driving our countrymen to madness and death? We have been 
told of the abominable doctrines of heathen India, which lead 
widows and people to destroy themselves on funeral piles, or 
beneath the ponderous car of the accursed Juggernaut; but, 
here, in our own country, before our very faces, is a widely 
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extended system of superstition industriously pursued, whose 
terrible effects, though they may fall short in number, yet in 
cruelly exceed all that is related of India! ‘This is no exagge- 
ration; it is an assertion that we have most carefully consider- 
ed, and we repeat, that the self-immolations of India cannot be 
compared, for deep and awful cruelty, to such as are described 
in the preceding statements! All accounts agree that the Indian 
victims ascend the fatal pile with pleasure and full hope; but 
those who are driven to destruction by the superstitions of this 
country, linger out hopeless weeks and months, aghast with 
horror and dismay, and delirious with dreac, till their fright- 
ful despair becomes intolerable, and then suicide closes the 
hideous scene. 

‘«¢ Men and brethren, shall these alarming evils be repeated and 
perpetuated among us? There is but one way to prevent them; 
and the cost may as well be counted new as ever! Discard at 
once those doctrines that produce them, and convince the igno- 
vant and miserable that there are great and lasting joys tor 
them, and all mankind. Nothing short of this will effect the 
purpose; for unless the cause is removed, the effects will still 
be produced. Let us not flatter ourselves with the deceitful 
hope that these doctrines will grow more reasonable and less 
cruel; already has the set and decisive contest between them 
and the truth commenced, and it is vain to expect a compro- 
mise. ‘They will wax more and more wrathful as their time 
grows shorter. Use no time-serving policy in a matter of 
such moment. Have the independency and courage and forti- 
tude to endure all the detraction, all the contemptuous abuse 
that will certainly be directed against you, if you expose super- 
stition. But desist not in the glorious work, till you have 
broken every yoke, and let the oppressed go free. 

‘** Do you fear to oppose those doctrines, lest possibly they 
should prove to be the real doctrines of the gospel? Brethren, 
they are not the doctrines of the gospel. Under Christ’s 
preaching, did the people grow delirious, or kill themselves? 
No: he restored the lunatic and possessed to their right minds ; 
he healed the broken-hearted, and declared that he came not 
to destroy men’s lives, but tosave them. Go, and do likewise, 
and may God bless your efforts.—Editors. 

° gx? The Editors take this opportunity to request information of all cases of 
suicide and insanity which shall be evidently produced either by the terrific 
system of doctrines, or by the terrific style of preaching prevalent in the coun- 
try. We hope our friends will not suffer any such case which may come to 
their knowledge, to pass unnoticed. Let a regular, but concise statement be 
made out, duly signed by the author, and also, if convenient, by some magistrate 
or physician z and let this be sent for insertion in the Universalist Magazine 
Boston ; or Gospel Herald, N Y. City; or Christian Repository, Woodstock, Vt.; 


or the Philudelphia Universalist Magazine, or Christian Intelli 
“we é telligz 
Me. or Religious Inquirer, Hartford, Con.” satvan Intelligencer, Portland, 








64 Poetry. 


The followirg Hymn, breathing 
the true spirit of the Gospel 
of the lowly Jesus, may be new 
and interesting to many of our 
readers; there can, we think, 
be little doubt respecting its 
authenticity; it was published 
soon after the Rev. E. Win- 
chester’s demise, in a Hartford 
paper, attached to a brief bio- 
graphical notice of the deceas- 
ed—it is from this source we 
have obtained it. 


HYMN, 


Composed by the Rev. Eruanan WIN- 
CHESTER. and sung by him, in his 
last moments. 


Farewell! dear friends in Christ, below, 
I bid you all a short adieu: 

My time is come, I long to go; 
I trust I soon my Lord shall view. 


I thank you for your kindness shown, 
My Jesus will reward you all; 
I leave you with my Lord alone, 
*Till he from earth your souls shall 
call. 


Farewell! dear neighbours, brethren, 
friends 
I hope we soon shall meet with joy; 
My heav’nly Father for me sends, 
1 go, where nothing can annoy. 


Adicu, to you mine enemies, 

You that have sought to do me harm; 
By slander, envy, rage and lies,— 

But God upheld me with his arm. 


I wish you all eternal life, 
I bear you not the least ill-will; 
My soul is free from wrath and strife, 
Tho’ me you hate, I love you still. 


Adieu, thou sun, ye stars, and moon, 
No longer shall I need your light; 
My God's my Sun, he makes my noon,— 
My day shall never change to night. 


Adieu to all things here below! 

Vain world! I leave thy fleeting toys; 
Adieu to sin, fear, pain, and woe! 

And welcome bright, eternal joys. 





Temptations, troubles, griefs, adieu ! 
Sorrows becloud my face no more; 

I go to pleasures ever new, are o’er. 
Where toils, and strifes, and wars, 


Now I have done with earthly things, 
And all to come is boundless bliss, 

My eager spirit spreads her wings; 
Jesus says “ Come;’ I answer “ Yes.” 


Weep not, dear friends, F tell you all, 
I go to dwell with Christ, on high; 
I hear my blessed Saviour’s call, 
And trusting in his promise, dic. 


Father! I come to thee, above; 
All things below I leave behind; 
The fountain of eternal love, 
Is open’d to my joyful mind. 


Eternity! transporting sound ! 
While God exists my heav’n remains! 
Fullness of joy, that knows no bound, 
Shall make my soul forget her pains. 


-- —————-- 


Epitaph on Capt. Ashmead, 
WRITTEN BY HIMSELF, 


In life’s hard bustle o’er the troubled seas, 

Through many a storm and many a 
prosperous breeze, 

Through Summer’s heat and Winter’s 
chilling blast, 

From torrid to the frigid zone I’ve past; 

Through sickly climes, when each con- 
tagious breath 

Spread desolations, by untimely death, 

One hundred Voyages, through unnum- 
bered toils, 

I’ve sail’d at least five hundred thou- 
sand miles, 

Been taken—sunk, and oft times cast 
away, 

Yet weather’d all in this close port to lay. 

When a dead calm my wearied bark 
doth find, 

Obliged to anchor for the want of wind, 

Here undisturbed, at rest, I shall remain, 

Till the last Trump calls up all hands 
again: 

And what new perils I shall there go 
through 

No human reason ever yet could shew; 

But the same power who leads through 
earth and sea, 


Will doubtless lead me through Eternity: 





